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A simple ill-posedness proof for incompressible Euler equations
in critical Sobolev spaces
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Abstract

We provide a simple proof that the Cauchy problem for the incompressible Euler equations in R¢ with
any d > 3 is ill-posed in critical Sobolev spaces, extending an earlier work of Bourgain-Li (Int. Math.
Res. Not. 2021) in the case d = 3. The ill-posedness is shown for certain critical Lorentz spaces as well.

1 Introduction

1.1 Main results

In this paper, we are concerned with the Cauchy problem for the incompressible Euler equations in R? with
d>3:
du+u-Vu+Vp=0,

V-u=0, (1.1)

u(t = 0) = uo.
We shall provide a simple proof that (IZI)) is ill-posed in the critical Sobolev space H%/?+1(R?), in the strongest
sense of Hadamard. The space H%/?+1(R?) is critical since one can obtain local well-posedness of (L)) in
H*(RY) with any s > d/2 + 1 ([I5} [16]), while u € H%?**(R?) does not guarantee that ||[Vul||z~ < oo,

which is an essential ingredient in local regularity proof. Our first main result gives the existence of a
H%/?+1 _regular data without any solutions in the same space.

Theorem 1.1 (Nonexistence). For any e > 0, there exists ug € H¥?TY(R?) satisfying
||uO||Hd/2+1(Rd) <e

such that there is no corresponding solution to (L) belonging to L>=([0,8]; H¥?t1(R%)) for any 6 > 0.

Furthermore, we are able to prove that a large growth of the H%/2*! norm occurs for certain infinitely
smooth initial data.

Theorem 1.2 (Strong norm inflation). For any 6, €, A > 0, there exists ug € C>(R?) with ol rasz+1(ray <
€ such that the unique local-in-time smooth solution u to [II)) exists on [0,0*] for some 0 < §* < ¢ and
satisfies

sup ||11(t, ')||Hd/2+1(Rd) > A.
t€[0,6*]
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We remark that the above statements for the two and three-dimensional cases have been already proved
by Bourgain—Li in [4] and [5], respectively. We refer the interested readers to these works for an extensive
list of literature on the Cauchy problem for the Euler equations. As Bourgain and Li are emphasizing in the
introduction of [5], the 3D case is much more involved than the 2D case due to the presence of the vortex
stretching term, lack of LP conservation of the vorticity, absence of Yudovich theory, and the issues arising
from dealing with the non-local norm H>/2. A short proof for the 2D case was given in [10], and this simplified
argument became a basis for further developments in the well-posedness theory, including continuous-in-time
loss of Sobolev regularity ([I1]), enstrophy growth in the Navier—Stokes equations ([I4} 13]), and strong ill-
posedness for active scalar equations ([I2]). Some further developments in this direction are given in [19, [7].
Therefore, we believe that the simplified argument presented in the current paper for three and higher
dimensions will be useful in the further study of well-posedness for the high-dimensional Euler and related
systems. Indeed, the ill-posed mechanism in critical spaces is closely related with recent groundbreaking
works on finite-time singularity formation for the 3D Euler equations ([9] [6]). Moreover, our simple proof is
robust enough to handle all dimensions d > 3 at once. Lastly, we prove strong ill-posedness in critial Lorentz
spaces which does not seem to follow from the approach of [5], see technical discussion in §2.4] below.

1.2 Axisymmetric Euler without swirl

The aforementioned ill-posedness results will be obtained by considering a class of solutions referred to as
azisymmetric without swirl: if the velocity takes the form

u(t,z) = u"(t,r,zq)e" + ul(t,r, xq)e? (1.2)

where ¢ = (zp,zq) with r = ||, then it can be shown that this ansatz propagates in time for the evolution
of ([LI)), upon having the uniqueness of a solution to (ILI]). In this case, introducing the scalar vorticity

w(t, ) = du® — dqu” (1.3)

which is again a function of r and x4, the Euler equations (I.I]) reduce to a simple evolution equation for w:
we have

w r d w

The components u” and u? can be recovered from w at each instant of time via the axisymmetric Biot-Savart
law:

d—1
11 (Ta — ya) D521 T5Y;
u(t,r) = ———— w(t,y)dy, (1.5)
o) = =B el S ™ Tl gt <)
d—1
1 s — Yy .
ul(t,z) = 2=1 (7 y])y]w(t,y) dy, (1.6)

- dBal Jra  Jynlle -yl
where | By| denotes the volume of the d-dimensional unit ball. Introducing the flow ® = ®"e” 4 ®de? by
d
®(0,z) ==z and E‘I)(t,x) =u(t, ®(t,)), (1.7)
we see that solutions to (4] satisfy

w(t, ®(t,x))  wol(x)
or(t,z)d-2  pd-2

(1.8)

along the flow. Note that along the flow, w could either increase or decrease by the factor (®"/r)9=2. This
vortex stretching effect can be alternatively seen from the equation for w, rather than w/r?=2:

T

Buw + (u" 0y + utdy)w = (d — 2)“7w.



Regarding the axisymmetric without swirl equation (I4]), we have local well-posedness for any initial data
satisfying wo € L' N L>°(R?) and r=(@=2yy € L% (R9): there exists a unique corresponding local-in-time
solution to (L) satisfying w € L' N L®(R?%) and r~(?=2w € L% (R?) for some time interval. The solution
is global in the case d = 3. This was proved by Danchin ([8]) and can be viewed as a sharp extension of
the celebrated Yudovich theory [20] in two dimensions. Unlike the two-dimensional case, the extra condition
r=(4=2)y € LT (RY) is necessary to control vortex stretching, and seems to be sharp (see [9]). Indeed, as a
byproduct of our analysis, we were able to obtain the following result:

Theorem 1.3. For each d > 3, there exists 1 < §q < oo such that the azisymmetric equation ([LA) is
ill-posed for wy € L' N L>® with r~(@=2wy € LY(RY) with any oo > q > 4.

The precise ill-posedness statement is given in Proposition [£.1] below.

Organization of the paper

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In §2] we explicitly show the choice of initial data used to prove
the main theorems. After stating the Key Lemma which is the main technical tool, we explain the ideas of
the proof. Then, in §3, we make several key observations on dynamics of the solution associated with the
initial data chosen in §21 After that, Theorems [[.3] 1] are proved in $ Bl 6 respectively. Finally, we
prove the Key Lemma in §7

Notation

We denote B(x;r) be the open ball in R? of radius r centered at z. The d-dimensional volume of the unit
ball in R? is denoted by |Bg|. As it is usual, we write A < B if there exists an absolute constant C' > 0 such
that A < CB. Furthermore, we say A ~ Bif A < B and B < A.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Choice of initial data

We demonstrate the choice of initial data that will be used in the proof of main theorems. To begin with,
let ¢ : R? — R> be a smooth bump function with the following properties:

e ¢ is C*°-smooth and radial;
e ¢ is supported in B(0; %) and ¢ = 1 in B(0; 3%)

For some ng < m < oo and 0 < a < 3/4 to be determined later, we take

wo = Z nfo‘w((ﬁlc, (2.1)
n=ngo
where
W) (ryxa) = S8 (r — 87 g —87)) — §(8"(r — 8L g +87T)). (2.2)

The precise value of a (which determines the regularity of (21I)) will be specified in the proofs of each
theorems. We observe that wq is an odd function with respect to x4, and has the form of a weighted sum of

normalized bubbles; we shall sometimes (informally) refer to n_o‘w(()fll)oc as the n-th bubble.



2.2 The Key Lemma
We now state the main technical tool of this paper.
Lemma 2.1. We impose the following assumptions on w € H% U (L= N L) (RY):

o Odd with respect to the last coordinate:
w(Yn,Ya) = —w(Yn: —Ya); (2.3)

o For any y # 0 satisfying either |yn| = 0 or yq = 0, there exists an open neighborhood of y such that w
vanishes.

Then, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any x € R? with r = |x),| > x4 > 0, we have

u'(z) / thlyd (4) dy
r - 1 NBal Jo) 2%

< CBi(z) (2.4)

and

< CBy(x), (2.5)

thlyd
d
T4 |Bd|/ a2 () dy

where Q(z) == {y € R |yn| > 4|2n|} and By, By are non-negative functions with the upper bound

Bi(r) < min {HVWHLd(Rd)u ||WHL<>°(Rd)} )

d—1

d
Bs(x) < min { (1 + log L)
T4

Remark 2.2. Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality implies that

,
Vwl|La(ray, (1 + log x_d) ||W|Loo(Rd)} :

d
V|| paray < CllAZw]|L2(ray-

The “Key Lemma” has first appeared in a celebrated work of Kiselev—Sverak [18] for the two-dimensional
Euler equations, although Bourgain and Li were using similar formulas in [4]; see also [21] 17, [14]. For the
three-dimensional Euler equations, a similar result with a different remainder bound was used in [9] [6]. Our
version of Key Lemma is sharp in that the remainder is bounded using only critical norms of the Euler
equations. Therefore, we believe that this lemma will be useful for other purposes, for instance in the
construction of smooth solutions with rapid Sobolev norm growth. While we defer the (somewhat tedious)
proof later to §71 one may observe from the axi-symmetric Biot—Savart law that in the limit z — 0, we
exactly have

u"(x) 1 lynlya u’ (@) 1 |ynlya

Opu” (0) = li = d Aut(0) = li = L ALLAS dy.
WO = b = = DB Jpe W W 20O = By = = [ @

2.3 Hardy’s inequality

We now recall the famous Hardy’s inequality. We omit the proof since it can be easily obtained using an
integration by parts.

Lemma 2.3 (Hardy’s inequality). Let f be a positive smooth function defined on the interval (0,1) with
f(0)=0. Then for any p > 1, we have

#7 f (@)l Lr0,1) < ClIOf (@) Lr(0,1)-



2.4 Ideas of the proof

Let us illustrate the main ideas of the proof, which have been inspired by the previous works [10, 14} [12]. The
interested reader can find more information there; in the current setup, the main difference is the presence
of vortex stretching. We consider the case of R3.

o Formal computation and mechanism of illposedness. With a few simple and formal computations, let us
explain the reasoning behind the choice of our initial data. To begin with, at the initial time, the velocity

is roughly given by
ug T 1.,., , =
= In — il
(1) = () et

when ng =1 and m = oo in (2IJ), which can be seen by the main term of the Key Lemma. Here, ¢ is a
bounded function supported in the region r,|z| ~ |z|. Then, using that the variable £ := w/r is simply
being transported by the flow, we compute

d 2 - 1 1
—|t=0 5—d:zc:/ _Uof_odxz/ (ln—)1*3Q—3 dz = +o0
dt R3 % R3 <& 2 {|z|<1}NR3 |£L'| |‘T|

when o < 2/3. That is, the quantity ||z~ 27 w]||;2 immediately blows up for ¢ > 0, which implies
the blow up of the critical norm ||w|| s/ as it controls ||z~ 2r 'w]|| 2 thanks to the Hardy’s inequality.
Indeed, when « is slightly larger than 1/2, the initial vorticity “barely” belongs to the space H 3/2 in a
way that the corresponding velocity is not Lipschitz continuous in space. Geometrically, the ill-posedness
comes from the squeezing of the vorticity in the z-direction by the strong hyperbolic flow. In the case of
L, we can similarly compute

d

1
1 r 1—2a
=0||W|[Loe = ||T" "UgWo||Lo> = SUpP In = TOo0

when « < 1/2, and one clearly sees that the ill-posedness comes from vortex stretching.

e Monotonicity and stability. While the above computation shows that ill-posedness occurs for the linear
advection equation obtained by replacing u(t) by ug, for the nonlinear problem we need to understand
the effects on the velocity caused by evolution of the vorticity, and in particular need to make sure that
the velocity gradient (given by the main terms in the Key Lemma) remains large enough to create norm
inflation. There are two competing effects; while the squeezing of the vorticity weakens the induced
velocity gradient, the vortex stretching term strengthens it. As in our previous work [12], we identify a
timescale for each of the bubbles during which it essentially remains the same, and obtain a lower bound
on the velocity gradient based on such a stability statement. It turns out that, together with the help of
the vortex stretching term, such a lower bound is sufficient to prove strong ill-posedness results.

e Contradiction hypothesis and Lagrangian property. Throughout the proof, we heavily rely on the La-
grangian analysis, and in particular on the fact that the solutions of the axisymmetric Euler equations
satisfy the Cauchy formula (L8). The Lagrangian analysis is not only essential in proving the stabil-
ity statement described in the above but also allows us to obtain sharp bounds on the critical norms.
Fortunately, existence and uniqueness of the flow map in our case is guaranteed by the contradiction
hypothesis that there is a local solution in the critical space.

Remark 2.4. At this point, let us point out the main difference of our argument with the original proof of
Bourgain-Li: in [5], to prove ill-posedness in H3/2(R3), the authors very carefully identify a class of initial
data such that there is local well-posedness in L>(R?) (yet escapes H3/2). In their work, a significant
portion is devoted to proving propagation of the L*°—norm with such data. After having L°°, one can then
try to repeat the strategy developed in the 2D case. On the other hand, we proceed by a direct contradiction
argument which does not require the hypothetical solution to be bounded in L*°. Furthermore, we are able
to prove ill-posedness in L as well: the vortex stretching effect is crucial in Theorem



Remark 2.5. Very recently, An—Chen—Yin [1] 2] proved strong ill-posedness of the compressible Euler equa-
tions in critical Sobolev spaces for dimensions 2 and 3. The ill-posedness in the compressible Euler case
seems to be driven by instantaneous shock formation.

3 Short time dynamics

We consider wq of the form (2] and proceed under the assumption that there exists an associated solution

to (4]
we L®([0,T); H? U (L™ N L*)(RY)) (3.1)
with

. d
sup_min { | AZw(t)]|zaquey, [0z~ } < A (3.2)
t€[0,T]

for some 7' > 0 and A > 0. By this assumption, we can find a constant B > 0 such that
IVu()l spoway + lw@)llrewe < B, t€[0,T].

This follows from the embedding H%? ¢ BMO and the singular integral operator bound L> — BMO.
Moreover, the BM O bound implies that the equation ([4]) possesses at most one solution belonging to the
class (B]) and the velocity u(t, ) is log-Lipschitz (see [12] [3]): there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

mmlwh@—UOwHSCBM—mbgOO+

) , T,y € R%.
t€[0,T]

|z — y

This guarantees that the flow map ® is well-defined on ¢ € [0,7] as the unique solution of (7). Thus, we
can verfiy that the unique solution w is given by (L8] and in particular Lemma 2] applies to w(t,-) on the
time interval [0, T]. We shall let T be small so that AT < ¢y for some absolute constant ¢y > 0, which is
determined at the end of this section. We begin with the simple result.

Lemma 3.1. Assume that w be a solution to (LA) satisfying B2) with initial data @I). Then, we have
w(t,r) =0 for all v € R? with 0 < |zy| < |w4| and t € [0,T].

Proof. We recall Lemma 2] with 2 on the region {(r,24) € Rsg X Rsg;1/2 < 24/r < 1}

ud(t, r)

T Td

< CA.

Using these inequalities, we show that ®?(¢,z)/®"(¢,2) < 1 for all  with x4/r < 1/2 and t € [0,7]. We
don’t need to consider x with z4/r > 1/2 due to the definition of wy. Suppose that ®(¢,x) enters the region
at t =T* <T. Until escaping the area, the trajectory complies with

d oe(t, x)
— log
dt o7 (t, x)

< CA.
Then for CAT < Ccy < log2, it follows

d(t, z) 1
< — <0.
log () = log > + CAT <0

From this, we conclude that ®(¢,z) cannot touch the line r» = x4. This completes the proof. (]



This lemma guarantees that ®(¢,z) with z € supp (wp) can be traced by Lemma 2Tl up to ¢ € [0,T]. For

simplicity, let us write n-th bubble as ,, := supp (w(()tll)oc)' The next result provides that the bubbles are
“well-ordered”: each size of bubble and distance of adjacent bubbles in direction r are maintained to some
extent.

Lemma 3.2. Assume that w be a solution to (L) satisfying B2) with initial data (). Then, we have

sup ®"(t,x) <4 inf O"(¢t,x and 4 sup P"(t,z) < inf O"(¢,x
zGS%)n ( ) T€Qn ( ) xEQTIL)+1 ( ) €0 ( ) (33)

for alln > ng and t € [0,T].
Proof. We first show a generic proerty, which works even for wo without ZI)): let =, 2’ € R9~! x Ry with
r > 71" > 0. Then, we have

1 2
SO (ha) SO (La) < SO (ha), e [0,T). (3.4)
T

To show it, we make a simple observation
u(t,x)  u'(t, )
r 7!

This is directly obtained from (24 with yqw(y) > 0. Then, we have

< CA, r>r">0.

d d ,
— T R r <
T log ®" (¢, x) T log®"(t,2") < CA

when @7 (¢, z) > ®"(t,2’). Integrating it over time and using the smallness of ¢, we can infer the claim.
Now, we consider wg with (21]). Then, we clearly have from ([3.4]) that

sup ®"(t,x) <4 in;f O"(t,x), t€0,T] (3.5)

IGQTL/ z€Q,
for all n’ > n > ng. Thus, it remains to show that

4 O (t,x) < inf P"(¢,x), telo,T
S (o)< Inf () 0. 7] (3.6)

for all n > ng. We prove it inductively. Let « € Qy, and 2’ € Q11 with 24,2/, > 0. We have from (2Z4)
that

Welbd p oy dy + A

d d 1
—log ®"(t,2') — —log ®" (t,z) < 7/
dt (d—1)|Bal Joawe)\o@e) v

dt

We notice from (B3] that

|Yn|ya lynl[ydl
w(t,y)dy < |w(t, y)| dy.
/Q(é(tyr’))\Q@(t,z)) [y **2 @t Y72

Here, we consider n > ng for a while to give an estimate uniform on n. By the volume preserving property
of the flow, we can see

d-1 r d—1gd
Ynllya Yn ya| |w(t,y QT (t, @ Pt )] |woly
[ s [ ) G bt
o0, Yl o0, Yl [yl Q |®(t, )| Y|

Thus, we have

lynllyal < T\ o)l
w(t,y)|dy < | sup —dy.
/<I>(t,Qn) |y|d+2 o(t,v)| zeq, (¢ ) . lynl?



Since (2.4]) implies

wite) 5 oy,
r
we have
D" (¢

2) 5 exp (—CAD).

r
These yield

/ |yh|d|3{g| lw(t,y)|dy < Cn™“exp (CAt), n > no.
O(t,Qn) |yl

Applying this estimate, we deduce
d s / d T
T log®"(t,2") — T log®"(t,x) < C'exp (CAt) + CA.
Taking cp > 0 small enough, we can infer
exp (CAT) — 1
A

This shows (3.0) in the case of n = ng. Now, we fix k& > ng and assume that [B.6) be satisfied for all
ng < n < k. To show B8] for n =k, we let x € Qi and 2’ € Qg1 with 24,2/, > 0. From [24), it follows

log ®" (¢, 2') — log ®" (t,z) < + CAT +logr’ —logr < —log4.

d d 1 lyn|ya
—log®"(t,2') — —log®" (t,z) < —c—— w(t,y)dy + CA.
dt dt (d—1)[Bal Jo@weno@t) W92

Since B.6]) with ng < n < k are assumed, we can see with (3] that

Ynh|Yd Yn!||Yd
/ | J+QW(t,y)dy§/ | |d|+2|IW(t,y)ldy-
Q@ (2 N\Q(®(t,2)) Y a(t.0) Yl

Applying the uniform estimate, we have

d d
s log®" (t,2") — e log @ (t,z) < Cexp (CAt) + CA.

Therefore, we obtain what we desired. This completes the proof. O

Let z € Qy for some k > ng. Then by the previous lemma, the set Q(®(¢,z)) can be replaced by the
union of bubbles U, <, ® (¢, Q) on [0,7]. From now on, we simply use the notation

I(t) := /( |yh|ydw(t,y) dy.

a(t,0.) 1Yl

Lemma 3.3. Assume that w be a solution to (L4) satisfying B.2) with initial data (ZII). Then, there exists
a sequence {Tp}n>n, with

T, = min{T,c;(1 — a)n~ "}

for some absolute constant ¢y > 0 such that
T4

g <P (t,xz) < 2r and 5 <@t x) < 214 (3.8)

for all x € Q,, with n > ng and t € [0,Ty,)].



Proof. We prove it inductively. Let x € Q,, with 74 > 0 and assume that ®"(t,z)/®%(t,z) < 64 for
t € [0,T,,]. We note that this assumption is actually obsolete by the following estimate. From Lemma 2]
we have

d d
—CA< 2 log®'(t,2) <CA, —CA< —log d(t,z) < CA
for all ¢ € [0,T]. Taking ¢y small enough to satisfy CAT < Ccy < log2, we can see that the trajectory

®(t,x) cannot attain ®"(t,x)/®%(t,x) > 64 at any time t € [0,7},,]. Thus, we obtain [E.8) with n = ny.
Now we let k > ng and suppose B8] be true for all ng < n < k. By Lemma 21l we have

d 1
—log®" (t, ) — ————— > I, (t)| <CA
and
4, 4t )+LZI@) <CA
at 8T T TR b)) = B

By the assumption, we clearly have

for all ng < n < k. Using it with T < T,,, we have

d kl—a
—CA< —log®" (¢t < A
c < 3 los (,x)_C’l_a+C
and
k- d
—C’1 —CA< Elog@r(t,x) < CA

for all t € [0, Tx]. By the definition of T}, we can see

11—

kl—a k
(Cl — + CA) T<CT— (c1(1 — @)k~ '*%) + CAT < log?2 (3.9)
for some constant ¢; > 0. Thus, we can deduce the claim. This completes the proof. o

We recall [B.7))

e ) e )] woly)]
I"“)‘/gn e

and let £ = ¢(T) > ng satisfy c1(1 — a)f~1T® < T. Then by the above lemma, we can observe that

n> /.

)

S|

Tn
/ I,(t)dt 2 T,,I,(0) 2
0

Hence, we can find an absolute constant co > 0 and £ > ng such that

n—1 T 1 1
Iktdt20<—+"'+—)210gnc2a Vn > L. 3.10
k;E/O () \/ﬁ n—1 ( )

For the sake of convenience, we let co < 1/4.



4 L* illposedness
In this section, we prove Theorem [[3in the case d = 3. Adapting the argument to d > 3 is straightforward.

Here, we consider the C*°—smooth function wy given by (Z1]) with some m < co. From a direct computation,
we can verify that

.

q m
<C T > 1. .
L3.49(R3) n:Zno n q = (4 1)

Therefore, if ¢ > 1/a, r~lwy is bounded in L7 uniformly in m. According to [8], we have a unique global
in time solution to (T4)

w € L5, ([0,00); L' N L™(R?)), (4.2)
with

o

:

< 00, t > 0.

L31(R3) L3:1(R3)

We now state and prove the following proposition, which is Theorem in the case d = 3.

Proposition 4.1. We consider the sequence of C*—smooth initial data w(()m) given by 200, where ng <

m < oo and 0 < a < ca, with ca > 0 being the constant from BIQ). Given anye > 0 and ¢ > 1/«, by taking
ng large, we have uniform bounds

71W(()m)||L3"1(R3) <e

g™ lztnzm@ <& r
for all m > ng. Then, there exists M = M(ng) > 0 such that for all m > M, the unique global in time

solution W™ with initial data wém) satisfies

Co—
me?

=

sup  [lw(™(t, oo ®sy >
t€[0,7(m)]

Jor T(m) := c1(1 — a)mz 1) where ¢y is from BJ).
Proof. In the proof, we drop the superscript (m) for simplicity. We set

1
A(m) = chro‘

and observe that
AT < om0 = Opea—i—e,
Since we have c; —1/2 — a/2 < 0, we can find M > nf so that AT < co for all m > M. We fix M to satisfy

the above conditions and assume that there exists m > M with

sup |lw(t)||Lemrs) < A.
t€[0,T]

Since w satisfies all conditions for §3 we obtain Lemma Bl Lemma B.2] and Lemma B3] with the constants
c1 and cz, regardless of the choice of m. We notice that T, = T. Thus, we can have from [B.I0) with
n =m = ¢2 that

rf

Ty
/ Ii.(t) dt > log m*®.
k=ym 0

10



Let z € Q,,. By the use of (2.4)), we infer that

. T
log *(Tz) . > / Ii(t)dr — CAT > logm® — CAT.
0

r ~ (d—1)|By4] =
Hence, it follows
(T 1
inf [#7(T, 2)] > —m®.
ZEQm r 2
Since we clearly have
(T (T
T sy > ool iy inf TN e s [27EL]
it follows
1 Co—Q
(T oo (r2) = gm= "
This makes a contradiction and we complete the proof. O

5 Nonexistence

In this section, to prove Theorem [[LT] we consider wy satisfying (2.1 with m = oo and 1/2 < o < 3/4. We
notify that o will be specified later. We first show a proposition about the initial data.

Proposition 5.1. Let wy satisfy 1)) with m = oo and 1/2 < a < 3/4. Then, we have

HWOHH%me(Rd) —0 as ng — 00.
Remark 5.2. This is not simply obtained by the triangle inequality, and we need to use the fact that the
“bubbles” of wy are orthogonal in H 2. Moreover, by the same method, we can prove that the vector field

wo belongs to H? with [lwo é:l HH% — 0 as ng — oo. In particular, this implies that the corresponding

E

velocity ug in R? belongs to H2+! and ||u0||H%+1 — 0 as ng — 0o. To see this, we recall that the transform

woﬁ — Vg is given by a singular integral operator satisfying the L?-bound, which gives

Zh
ol 51 < Cllozirl5

for some absolute constant C' > 0. On the other hand, L?-smallness follows from

1
luo(z)| < Cq /Rd WWO@)M%

which gives with some 0 < a = a(d) < 1
laollz2 < Callwollfoellwoll ;1 < Callwol|

after using that |lwol|z1 < Cl|wo||L= holds uniformly in ny.

Proof. As we clearly see |lwol| L2z (ray — 0 as ng — oo, it suffices to show that

IA2wollpemey =0 as  mg — oo. (5.1)

11



We define operators Ay and Ay by
Mf =7 alZf,  Aaf=F T f
for f € .#(R?). Using the notation
Tnf(&nswa) = /}RUF1 et f(a) den,  Faf(en,ba) = /Re_i”gdf(l’) dzq,
we can verify that Ay f = Z; & Fn f and Agf := F; ' €a| Faf. We shall first show

d
||Ad2 WOH%Q(Rd) —0 as ng — oQ. (52)

By the Plancherel theorem, we have
2

Ag 2 —
[ dwOHLz(Rd =

|€d g ( Z niawO loc>

n=no

L2(R4)

For each z;, € R?%!, we can find an unique natural number k& > ng with

Z niaw((ﬁ)oc(‘fm wd) = kiaw(()]fl)oc(jh, ,Td).

n=no

This implies

‘ €al Fa (Z n aw(()nloc>

n=ngo
Using Gagliardo-Nirenberg interpolation inequality, we can have

2
2

_ e g n _ —2a
= H|§d|2” F 4,10 L2(RD) don

L2(Rd) n=ng n=ng

2
Az (n)
d Oloc L2(RY)

4 ) |? (n)
HAj 0,loc L2(R4) < c HadwO loc L2(R4) ’wO,loc L2(R4) < c
for all n > ng. Thus, we obtain
1—2«
§ : wO loc L2(R4) < CnO .

n=no

By the condition o > 1/2, (5.2]) follows. On the other hand, for each Z4 € R, we have

> nTOWs (T, Ta) = k0w (@, )

n=ngo

for some k > ng. Repeating the above procedure with this property, we can similarly show that
d
||Aﬁwo||%2(Rd) -0 as ng — 00.
Combining the above estimates with
d 9 4 2 4 2
[AZwoll T2 (ray 2 [I1Af woll2ray + 1A woll 22 (R

we deduce ([B.0]). This completes the proof. O
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Now, we let A > 0 and T" > 0 satisfy AT < ¢y and assume that there exists a solution to (L4) satisfying

w e L=([0,T); H? (RY)), sup ||Agw(t)||L2(]Rd) <A
t€[0,T]

Then, following §3] we obtain the statements of Lemmas 3.1l B.2] and with the same constants ¢; and

c2. We may write the solution in the form

Z n= Wi (t Wit (¢, (1)) = W) (t, ).

n=ngo

Then, we can observe from [B.3]) that the set D, (t) defined by
Dy (t) := {xp € RY wl(:c (t,z) # 0 for some x4 € R}
is disjoint from each other on the time interval [0,T]. Thus, we have that

{thRd 1. A2wloc(t ;p);éOfor some xdER}— (t),

directly obtained by performing the Fourier transform with respect to x4. Using this property, we show a
d
friendly lower bound of [|AZw(t)| £2(ra)-

Proposition 5.3. Assume that w be a solution to (L) satisfying B2) with initial data @2I). Then, we
have an absolute constant ¢ > 0 such that

(@) [\ o\ -
3 2 > | ’ 201.
/ Afw(t)f de > Z (;ensi . > X ) " (5.3)

n=ngo
for all t € [0, T].

Proof. The above observation yields

/|A%w(t)|2dxz/ IAZw(t |2dx—z/ A2 ()2 da.
R4 R4

n=ngo

By the Gagliardo—Nirenberg interpolation inequality

1820122 < ClAE w1 lwIIE

4+1
[t |2dx>c2(/ 0ol () |2da:) ([ etopa)

We can directly estimate

to)f? |7 (t, )72 Jwo(x)[?
daco ) (1) da > ftge () / : d
/ izl (0 /]Rd T Jo, @ILOP JenD

o (4 2(d—2) 2
>c| inf 127, 2)] inf _lzal 82”/ |wo|? da
zeQ, r 2€Q, |P4(t, )] Q.

2 (1 2(d—2)
[ewpas= [ e ape 80 g < (s FEON T pa,

I e, r

we have

and

13



Combining the above estimates with

o (¢t o (t
b WD o)
€N, r 2€Q, r

a direct consequence of ([B.3]), we obtain

” 2(d—2 d
/ |A2w |2d:v>cz inf M e inf _|zal 8d"/ |wo |? da.
o= 2 waa) 5,

Recalling the definition of wy, we obtain (5.3]). This completes the proof. O

To make H? norm inflation, it is essential to control the position of each bubble in the direction of z4.
The following lemma provides a bound.

Lemma 5.4. Assume that w be a solution to (LA) satisfying B2) with initial data ZT)). Then, there exists
an absolute constant C' > 0 such that

d(t, x) 1 !
1 )< - In(r)d At
og <~ 15 ;/O K(r)dr +C (5.4)

Tq

for all x € Q,, withn > ng and t € [0,T].
Proof. Let x € Q,, with n > ng and x4 > 0. From (24)), we clearly have

<CA

d

— log " (¢t I (
3 o8 (t,x) — —1|Bd|z Kk (
and

logM<CZ/Ik )dr + CAt.

k<n
On the other hand, we show from (Z3]) that

O (t,x)\ ¢
<C’A(1+lg¢dét$;) ,

d
log ®4(t, Ii(
az loe ¥ (t ) |B|Zk

hence,

P (t
(6) oy P
r x

d ot x)
— log ®4(t, z) < Ii( +OA(1+10 ’ )
3 o8 (t,z) < |Bd|]§l K ( g

Suppose that T* € (0,T] be the first time such that

®4(t, x) 1 ¢
1 > E I d CAt.
8 Xd - 2|Bd| /0 k(T) T
k<n

Note that we can ensure T* # 0 by taking the constant C' in the above assumption large. Integrating (5.5))
over time and combining the above, we can have

dd(t, z) <1>d(T* .
log . = log |Bd|Z/*I,€ 7)dr + CA(t — T%) 1+Z/Ik

k<n
1 /T*
= —— Ik( dT+OAT*—— / Ik dT—FOAt— 1+ / Ik
3T 2= B 2= Jr. 2
S Ik dT+OAt—T* / Ik dT+OAt
2|Bd| Z/ IZ;L

14



until the assumption is satisfied. We impose the condition CAT < Cey < 1/4|By4|. Then, we can infer (&.4I).
This completes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem[L1l Now we are ready to prove Theorem [Tl For given € > 0, we take ng € N sufficiently
large, so that by Proposition 5.1l we have

100l e oy < €2

for any ¢ > 0. Then, as we have remarked after Proposition .1} this implies that ug € H2+! with
HUOHH%+1 < £ by choosing small ¢ > 0. Let £ > ng be given in B.I0) and z € Q,, with /n > £. Then, from

@) we have

(T, x) 1 /T
lo > I (7)dT — CAT > logn® — CAT,
S i 2 y =108

and from Lemma [5.4]

|2l 1 /T
lo > Ii.(t)dt — CAT > logn® — CAT.
8 @i, ] = 5] 2 Jy 0 = los

Thus, we have

c2 : |Id|

f 1Tl
w69, [0g(T, z)] =

1.,
—n.
2

Applying them to (B3], we obtain

/ |A%W(T>|2 dz > c3 Z pea— 2
Rd

n>¢2

for some ¢35 > 0 and 0 < ¢4 < 1/4. Here, we take a > 1/2 with ¢4 — 2a > —1. This clearly leads to a
contradiction. Taking A large and T small enough with AT < ¢y, we can deduce the nonexistence result.
This completes the proof. O

6 Norm inflation for smooth data

In this section, we establish Theorem We take «v as in §5l and let wg satisfy (2 with m < co. In this
case with d = 3, we have already shown that there exists a unique global in time solution w to (L4)) with
(£2). We believe that we can similarly extend this result to the d > 3 cases by the use of exterior derivative.
We prove Theorem by providing the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1 (Quantitative norm inflation). We consider the C°° -smooth initial data wo given by (21)
with ng < m < 0o and 1/2 < a < (1 4+ ¢4)/2. Then, there exists M = M(ng) > 0 such that for all m > M,
the unique global in time solution w with (E2) satisfies

m

te[0,T'(m /l |1& w(t)| dx > C3 Z n ) f‘)‘]” l (m) = C]( — a)(m/ )—2(— J,-a)
[) ( ) R 2 N / : 2 1
1 UUf. We se
= —C gm c1—2a
A(m) - 2 = /2n 4



and see that
AT < Cmltes—2oms(-1te) — opztea—3a
By 1/2+ ¢4 — 3a/2 < 0, we can let M > 2n2 so that AT < ¢g for all m > M. Suppose that with

d
sup [[AZw(t)||z2ma) < A
te[0,T

for some m > M. Then, we can show Lemma 3.1l Lemma 3.2, Lemma 3.3, and Lemma [5.4] with the same
constants, regardless of the choice of m. Using Ty, < T for all k > /m/2, we show

n—1 T
Z / Ii.(t) dt > logn®?, m/2<n<m
k=m0

as we obtained ([BI0). Since this implies

Cc2 : |xd|

L f > L e
—_— > - inf ——— > -n
€9, r 27 2€Q, |Pg(T, )| — 2

for all m/2 < n < m, we apply them to (23] and obtain

/ |A%w(m)(T)|2d:E203 Z pea—2a,
Rd

n=m/2

which makes a contradiction. This completes the proof. o

7 Proof of the Key Lemma

We only treat the case d = 3 because the others can be estimated similarly. We first prove (Z4]), obtaining

@ 3 [ Iyl
2 dy| < O V]| 7.1
r S /Q(m) |y|5 W(y) Yl = || wHLg(R3) ( )
and
u(z) 3 / lynlys
- — dyl < C oo (RS 7.2
r 87 Q@) |y|5 W(y) Yl = ||w||L (R3) ( )
respectively. We recall (3]
1 (23 — y3) (2191 + T2y2)
u(z) = — w(y)d
O = Tl oo~ lualle — oP ) dy

We fix x € R? with |zp,| > 23 > 0 and define the sets R C R3 and S C R? by
R(z) := {y € R [yn| < 4fanl, lys| = 4fanl},  S(2) = {y € R |yn| < 4fanl, lys] < 4fanl}.

Using R? = Q(x) U R(z) U S(x), we write

u"(z) = i(h + Iy + 1I3), (7.3)
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where I, Iz, I3 refer to the integral over Q(z), R(x), S(z), respectively. Due to |y|* > 8|z|? for y € Q(z), we
can perform the Taylor expansion and obtain

3

1 _L<1_2(x-y)+@>_2 1, 3 )+O<|x|2) (7.4)

e =yl P >yl R [yl°

Thanks to the following estimate

| 2

— . 1
Ixhl [yl |yn|

thl Q@ 1Y 1yl

L3(Q(x))

we can deduce
|Il (111 +112+113)| <C|ZE| ( )
|yh| 3 R3)
where
z3 —ys l’h yh)
Iy =~ w(y) dy,
Iwhl /@) lynllyl®
Iy = z3(zh - yh)(ilf'y)w( ) dy
Iwhl Q) lynllyl® ’
3 . .
113 = — —yB(fI;h yh)(gl: y)w( )dy
|z | Q(x) lynllyl
To begin with, the property
w(Yn, y3) = w(=Yn,y3) (7.5)
shows that 111 = 0. Next, writing I15 as
3(zh - yn)? 3 x3(xh - Yn)(x3y3)
Ly = — 5 w(y)dy — — w(y) dy,
el / lynllyl® lznl Jo) lynllyl®

we use (23] and (7.5 respectively to get I1o = 0. Similarly, we separate I13 into two parts

ys(zn - yn)? / 3(zh - yn)(r3y3)
I3 = w(y) dy.
e / ClunllyP |$h| lynllyl®
We clearly have
3 y3(Zh - yn)(23ys3
— ( )(5 )W(y) dy =0.
lzh| Joa) lynllyl

By (zh - yn)? = 22y? + 23y3 + 221917292 and the change of variables (y1,y2,y3) = (—y2,y1,3), it follows

3I$h| thlys
) lyl?

y) dy.

Thus, we have with Hardy’s inequality that

3|zn| [ynlys
2 Jow PP

I —

w(y) dy| < Clz|[|Vw| s ®3)-
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For y € R(x), we can verify that

1

71931 < |z =yl < 4fys]. (7.6)
By Holder’s inequality and Hardy’s inequality, we have

Dl SC/ |W(y2)|dy§CHw(y)
R(z) |Vl |yn|

H [yn]
L3(R(z)) |lys|?

< Clz[|Vwl| L3 rs)-

3

L2 (R(x))
Using integration by parts, we write I3 = I31 + I3 + I33, where
1 Th * Yn
I31 i = ——— _LhYn (y)dS,
|znl Sityn <alenyntys=alanly [nllz =yl
1 .
I (y)ds,

- |$h| (yn|<dlan 30 {ys=—dalzn ]} [YnllZ =Yl

Th *Yh
Ly = / Y i sely) dy
[l Js() Tonllz —

From the observation
2lzp| <z —yl <8lznl, v € {lynl < 4lznl} N {ys = 4|znl},

we can estimate I3 as

C

[I31] <
[€h] J{gn 1 <alon )y {yamtian])

w(y)|dS.

We note that the fundamental theorem of calculus and Holder’s inequality yield

4|z
)l < [ o)l dus < Clanlf 105 (un )20
0

for almost all y € {|yn| < 4|zn|} N {ys = 4|zn|}. Thus, using Holder’s inequality again, we obtain |I;| <
Clan|||0sw| 13 (s(x)) and similarly, we can show that |I32] < Clap||0sw £3(s(x))- Next, computing 33 with
Holder’s inequality

%

0 1 )

ol < [ 9s0@)] 4,, < Clloyw] s / U ay) < Clanllosel s,
S@) 17—yl ) |z —yl2

we deduce that
13| < Clel|Veo] o).

Inserting the estimates for Iy, Is, and I5 into ([Z.3)), we obtain (I). To show (Z.2]), we slightly modify the
estimates. By (Z4) and the following estimate

1 |23 — yallz1y + zays| |2)? 1
m/ F el dy = Clal? ot @I dy < Clallwllz= o).

Y|

we obtain

Iy — (I11 + T2 + N3)| < Clz|l|lw]| L (@))-

18



Recalling the estimate for I11, I12, and I;3, we arrive at

3| AEE

I —
2 Jow PP

w(y)dy| < Clafl|lw]| Lo (rs)-

By ([C6)) and Holder’s inequality, we obtain

(o) 1
l<c [ BBy < ool [ dy < Clalllolen:
R(x) |ys| R(x) |ys|

Using Holder’s inequality yields

15| < ”WHL“’(S(w))/ 5 Ay < Cllwll L (s |znl < Claf||wll L= (s(2))-
S@) [T =yl

Thus, combining the above with (73], we obtain (7T2).

Now we aim to show that

w(r) 3 / lynlys ( r >%
+ — —w(y)dy| < C(1+log— Vw 7.7
T3 Ar Q) |y|5 (y) Yy g T3 ” ||L3(R3) ( )
and
wa) 3 / lynlys ( r )
+ — w(y)dy| < C 1+ log— ) [|w]||peo(rs)- 7.8
T3 Ar Q@) |y|5 (y) Y g T3 H ||L (R3) ( )

From (L@) we have

ud(z) 1 / ww(y) dy.

AT Jga Jynllz —yl?

Using (23) and the notation 3 := (yp, —y3), we write

1 / (:Eh —yh) *Yh ( 1 1 )
3
u®(x) = — — — | w(y) dy.
=4 {ys>0} |yn lz—yl® |z —g )

Let

u?(z) = i(‘h + Ja + J3), (7.9)

where Jp, Jo, and J3 refer to the above integral on Q(z), R(z), and S(x), respectively. Using the formula

1 1 (B?-A?%)(A%+ AB+ B?)

i 7.10
A3 B3 A3B3(A+ B) ’ (7.10)
we have
4z Tp — . r—y)?+ v —yllr -y + |z — y|?
ne | spsllan =) )~ 9+l —ylle — 3 e =3) 0
Q)N {ys>0} lynllz — ylPle — g3 (Jz — y[ + |z — g])
The goal is to prove that
Ji — 6:103/ |yh|35/3w(y) dy| < Cas||Vw|| L3 rs)- (7.11)
Q)N {ys>0} |Vl
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We consider J; = 4x3(J11 + J12), where

_ ys(@n - yn) |z — y> + |z — ylle — gl + |z — g[*)
Ji = 3 —= —
Q@@)N{ys>0} lynllz — yPle — g3 (Jz — y| + |z — g])
yslynl(le —yP* + |z —ylle — gl + e —g*) o
- 3 3 — W(y) Y.
Q)N {ys>0} |z —y3lz — g1*(|z — y| + |z — g])

w(y) dy,

J12 =

For y € Q(x), we can show that
1 1 _
sll<lz—yl<2lyl,  Slyl <o -yl <2yl (7.12)

Thus, we have

1
|J11] §O|1’|/ _3|W(y)|dy§CHM .
Q(z)N{y3>0} lyl> lyl Y| L3(Q(x))
Regarding Ji2, we claim that
3
Jiz2 + —/ |yh|z;3w(y) dy| < C HM . (7.13)
2 Jowniys>0r Yl [nl 1l 3 (@)
We write Jio = Ji21 + Ji22 + Ji23 for
J121 — _/ y3|yh||x - y|2 w(y) dy
Qa)n{ys=0} [T —yPPlz — P (lz —y| + |z — ) ’
yslynllz — yllz — |
J122 1= —/ — —w(y) dy,
Q@)n{ys>0} [T —yPPlz — P (lz —y| + |z — )
yslynllz — gI?
J123 = —/ — — w(y) dy
Q@)n{ys>0} [T =yl = 713 (Jz — y| + [z — g|)

and show that

. k=1,2,3.

<c Hw(y)
lnl s @y

1 lyn|ys
Jiop + —/ w(y) dy
2 Jo@)n{ys>0y YI°

We only prove the case k = 1, since the others can be treated similarly. We clearly have

1 lyn|ys
Jio1 + —/ w(y) dy
2 Jo@)n{ys>0y YI°

_ 2yl° — |z —yllz = g1*(lz =yl + |z = 9])
= - lynlys =5 5 = ~
Q@) {ys>0} lylPlz — yllz — g (lz — y| + [z — g])

w(y) dy.
We note
20yl° — o —yllz = P (Jo =yl + |z = g) = [y° — & — yPlz — 91> + [y° — [« — yllz — g/*
and
1> = |z = yPPlz — g = [yP (191> = lz —y*) + |z = yP(ly]* |z — g),

yl° =z =yl = g* = lyl*(lyl = |z = y) + |z = yl(lyl* — = = g[*).
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Applying

lyl* — = — 9P
yl + |z — gl

o —y = MOS0 g
ly| + [z — vl
to the above, we have

21y1° = |z = ylle = §1°(lz =yl + o = )| < Clallyl*.

This infers

1 lynlys
Jio1 + —/ w(y) dy
2 Jonguszoy |y

1
< Claf / 1Ry, o OHw@)
Q(z)N{y3>0} lyl> [yl lynl

With Hardy’s inequality, we deduce (ZI3]). Thus, we obtain (C.I1]). As estimating J;, we show

L3(Q(=))

dzsys((wn —yn) -yn)(z = y* + o — yllz — gl + v — y[*)

n- [ . - w(y) dy.
R(2)"{ys >0} lynlle = yPPlz — g (lz =yl + |z — y[)
We can recall (C6) and show
dzsys((@n —yn) -yn) (2 —yI* + ]z —yllz — gl + |2 — §*) <C
lynllz = ylPle — g (|lz =yl + |z — 9]) |y3|3

Hence, we have with Holder’s inequality and Hardy’s inequality that

w(y)

Tynl

H [yn|
L3(R(z)) lys|®

|J2] SC:vg/ |W(y)|d < Cus
R(x)n{ys>0y |y3[®

. < ngvaHLS(RS).
Lz (R(x))

To estimate J3, we use the formula

1 1 1 1
(h h)(|x—y|3 |x—y|3) "\e=yl " e=7]

1 1
5= o <— S ) () dy.
S(@)N{ys>0} lz =yl le—39l) l|ynl

With an integration by parts, we can write J3 = J31 + J32, where

4z3ys3
J31 ;:/ _ —w(y)dsS,
{unl=4lzn[}n{0<ys<dn]} 1T = Yllz = 7l(Jz —y[ + |z — 7|)

4x3y3 Yn
Jgo 1= —/ ~ —Vh - (—w(y) dy.
S@niys>0y [T —yllz = gl(|z — y| + |z — g]) [yl

and have

From
lznl <z —yl <[z —gl,  y€{lynl =4znl} N{0 < ys < 4fanl},

we can have

4|:Eh
i
| < C 3|/ @)dys,  lynl = 4z,
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The fundamental theorem of calculus and Hélder’s inequality imply

4] .
lw(y)| < /0 |Orw(y)| dr < Clan[3 [ Ve (-, ys)ll 3 (yn er2ijyni<alzn p)
for almost all y € {|yn| = 4|zrn|} N {0 < y3 < 4|zp|}. Thus, it follows
[Js1] < Cas||[Vw| L3 (s (a))-

Using Holder’s inequality and Hardy’s inequality, we have

Y3
|z — yllz — g

3 3
2
dy) .

3

2

dy < (1 + log —|$h|> ) (7.14)
T3

|J32| < Ca3||Vwl| 13 (ms) (/(
s

x)N{ys>0}

Here, we note that

Y3
|z —yllz — g]?

/S(I)ﬂ{y3>0}

which will be shown at the end of the proof. Hence, combining the above estimates, we obtain
2
EARE
|Ja2| < Cus||[Vwl| pae) | 1+ log —=
3

and then

EAAE
|J3| < O$3||VW||L3(R3) 1—|—1Og$—3 .
Inserting the estimates for Jy, Jz, and J3 into (Z.9), we obtain (7). Now, we show (Z.8)). We can have from
(CI2) that

1
|J11| < Ol rlw@)dy < Cllwll e (@ea))-
Q(z)N{y3>0} lyl
In the above, we estimated for Jio = Ji21 + Ji22 + Ji23 that

1 |yh|y3
Jiok + —/ w(y) dy
2 Jo@niyszoy WI°

Since we have already showed that

1
smﬂ/' L@y, k=123
Q@) {ya>0} 1Yl

1 _
/Q( Ry < Clal Hlwllz @),

we can deduce

3 Yn|Y3
Jiz + 5/ | |5 w(y) dy| < Cllwl|L=(Q(x))
Q)n{ys>0p Yl

and

J1+6$3/ |yh|?5J3w(y)dy §C$3Hw”L°°(R3)-
Q@)n{ys>0} |Vl
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Recalling (Z.6l), we have

wl(y 1
|J2] < 0353/ ot 2' dy < CIBHWHLOO(R(m))/ 5 dy < Casl|w|| oo (rs)-
R(z) |ys] R(x) | 3]

Using ([Z.I0) gives

dxzys((@n —yn) - yn) (2 —yP> + |z —yllz — y| + |x — g|?
ng/ (( ) )3(| _|3 | I _| | I)w(y)dy.
() {ys>0} lynllz — y[*|lz — g3 (Jz — y| + |z — 9l)

By Holder’s inequality, it follows

Y3
|J5] < O$3||W|L°°(S(z))/( ) dy.

S@n{ys>0} 1T = y*|lz — g[?

Here, we claim that

S(z)N{ys>0} |z —y[?|x — gl (Eg

which actually implies (Z.I4)). We consider the integral on the region S(x) N {0 < y3 < 2x3} first. Since we
can estimate

Y3 1
TR WS T pd
S(z)N{0<ys<2z3} |z — y|*|x — 9| 353 z)N{0<y3<2x3} lz -yl

8|z
< / / r2 drdyg

Slenl 1. 8lanf + 43
———dr = = log ———5 <log(Clan|) — logys,
/0 2+ 3 2 V3 (Clea)

and

it follows

8|lxn| r C T3 | h|
/ / o drdy3 < Clog(Clzp|) — —/ logysdys < C (1 + log — >
3 Jo

Meanwhile, on the region S(x) N {ys > 23}, we can see

8lzn|
/ 5 dy < C/ / (I dy3dr
S(z)N{ys>2z3} |.I y| |.I y| T
Since
8lzn| 8lzn| r O|Ih|2 + 22
3
/ / 7‘2 dyng<O/ deSOlOgT,

the claim follows. Using this estimate, we have
|J3| < CCL‘3||WHLoo(R3) (1 + log | Zl) .

Collecting the estimates for Ji, J2 and J3, we obtain (Z.8)). This completes the proof.
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